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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 3
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) | |
FOR APPROVAL OF AN INTERCONNECTION ) nocm NO. 97-423—U !,
AGREEMENT UNDER THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS) ORDER NO. |
ACT OF 1996 WITH QUINTELCO, INC. ) | i
o
ORDER f ‘ i

On November 21, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) ﬂle'd an
Application for approval of a Resale Interconnection Agreement (Agn:cmcm) under thc ;
Telecammunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) betwcen SWBT and Qumtclco, (Qumtclco) {
According to the Application, the Agrecment was negotiated and executed pulsunm tc the lermali
|

Sy -

of the 1996 Act. { 1

f

The 1996 Act requires that any negotiated interconncction agx«mcnt shall bd submmed
to the State commiission for approval. The Commission shall approve or nejecx the agmmcm i
within ninety (90) days of the date it is submitted by the parties 1o the Wt or thc !
agrecment is decmed approved. 47 U.S.C. §252(e). The 1996 Act spcciﬁo% that the :CommiasiJn

“may only reject: i '
(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotunon und:r
subsection (a) if it finds that: x
G)thew(otpoxuonthueoi)d;scdmnmwa
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreemeat; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or pomon is um
consistent with the public interest, convanience, or neemry; .
U.S.C. §252()2). | |

'
'
!
t
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Section 9(i) of 1997 Ark. Act 77 requires that the Commission “approve any negotiated :
1

im:rcomcﬁnnmt...ﬁlcdpmsuamtoth:FedeAcmnlcssitisahbwby c}ea:and

convincing evidence that the agreement . . . does not meet the minimum requirements of Section |

! |

251 of the Federal Act (47 U.S.C. 251).* ’ \
Noevxdmuhasbcenpreseomdthatwouldmdmmdmmcpmpo:edkuak : i
Interconnection Agresment between SWBT and Quintelco is discriminatory or mconsxlstcm with :

.' the public interest, convenience and necessity. The Agrosment between qulnlco u\t% SWBT is i
a negotiated agreement and there is no cvidence that the Agreement should be rqected plrsuant i
to 47 U.S.C. §252(c)}(2)(A) or Sec. 9(i) of 1997 Ark. Act 77. Therefore, the !llzsnle ‘
Interconnection Agresmeat filed on November 21, 1997, should be and ishcxizby eppoovid |
pursuant to Sec. 252(c) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(¢). ' ‘ ’

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

.This_;'g_i’_\_'dayoﬂ’ebmry, 1998, : . /, MI

cortdy St tha bilgetng orfer ieaned
L::::w Pudiic Servco Commitiion |

. of recofd N |
Secretary of the Commission zmm‘.”agmw e

Vs 2d/ona §) 8ACH DRIty 08 Indiegied 1 18|
obad s P :
{

- ‘

1 Jan Sanders

i ko

Jen Sanders

Ll ok oz,
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ARKANSAS T ”L 1 108
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ;
T :: D

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) i
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) ‘ |
FOR APPROVAL OF AN INTERCONNECTION )  DOCKET NO. $7-420-U .
AGREEMENT UNDER THE )  ORDERNO._2
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH ) | ‘ :
GO-TEL, INC. ) ;

ORDER

On November 19, 1997, Southwester Bell Telephane Company (SWBT) filed an
Application for approval of a Resale Interconnection Ayaémcnt (Agreement) under thé
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) between SWBT and Go-Tel, lnc According to the

Application, the Agreement was nagotiated and executed pursuant to the terms of the 1996 Act. I

The 1996 Act requires that any negotiated interconnection agreement, shall be submmcd i
| |

to the State commission for approval. The Commissian shall approve or rejc:ct the agreement |

within ninety (90) days of the date it is submitted by the parties to the agreement or the ‘
agreement i8 deemed approved. 47 U.S.C. §252(e). The 1996 Act specifies that the Cofr;_‘:rﬁssior:i
may only reject: i , ) i
(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotnmm undcr ;
subsection (a) if it finds that; ;
() the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminates agamst a :
telecoramunications carrier not a party (0 the agreement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not
consistent with the public interesi, convenience, or necessity; . . . .
47US.C. §252(e)(2). '

Section 9(i) of Ark. Act 77 of 1997 requires that the Commission “ appmve any negotuted

interconnection agreement , , . filed pursuant the Federal Act unless it is shown by clcar and
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convxncmg evidence that the agreement . . . does not meet the minimum xequlmnmts of Section |

251 of the Faderal Ast (47U.sc 251).” |
o l

Nowzdcmhubeenpmwdthatwoddm&mmatbepmpowdwe 1‘

' |

|

Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and Go-Tel is discriminatory or inconsistcnt with the
\
public interest, convenience and necessity. The Agreement between Go-Tel and SWB,T isa

negotigted agreement and there is no evidence that the Agmmam should be I‘CJQCM puxsuam to i

|

47 U.S.C. §252(e}2)(A) or Sec. 9(1) of Ark. Act 77 of 1997. Therefore, the Resale

i

| Interconnection Agresment filed on November 19, 1997, should be and is hereby approved |

pursuant to Sec. 252(c) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(¢). ; - |
BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. '

This 2% day of January, 1998.

/M |

avcnskn R. Smnh, Churman i
|
2. ¥
am [. Bration, Jr,Commxsszoncr i

{ ; 1
JJhus D. , Commissioper |

Jan Sanders 7 | |

Secnmyoftheenmmmmu '
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*ED:

- -

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) |
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) . 3
AND BROOKS FIBER COMMUNICATIONS OF ) DOCKET NO. 97-422.U ’
ARKANSAS, INC. FOR APPROVAL OF APPENDIX )  ORDERNO. | - |
TO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER ) o y
THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 ) X

ORDER | |

On November 21, 1997, Southwester Bell Telephone Company (vanm and Brooks

Fiber Communications of Arkansas, Inc. (Brooks) filed a Joint Application seekmg approval of
an Appendix to the Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and Brooks prevmusly approved
by the Commission. On November 26, 1997, SWBT and Brooks submmed an Amcn@gm:m to

the Joint Application, stating that the Joint Application incorrectly referred to Brooks| as Brooks

Fiber Communications, Inc.

Sec. 252(c) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(¢), requires that: ‘ |
1 |
(1) APPROVAL REQUIRED. - Any interconnection agreemem adopted
by negouauon shall be submitted for approval to the State comm:won. A State
commission to which an agreement is subminted shall approve or rejcct the |
agroement, with written findings as to any deficiencies. '
(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION. - The Statc commission may only
reject -
(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negouauon
under subscction (a) if it finds that - !
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) ducnmmates agamst :
a telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; . . .
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The Commission must approve or reject a negotiated interconnection hgreemem Wlthm I
ninety (90) days ofthe date the agreemem is filed with the Comrmssnonpmuun to Sec
252(¢)(4) of the 1996 Act. If the Commission fails to carry out its responmbl}xty to rcglew a
nogotiated intcrconnection agreement, the Federal Communications Commission *sha;l issue an .
order preempting the State commission’s jurisdiction of that proceeding. . . .”. Sec. 252(c)(5) I.

In response to the Joint Application and the proposed Amcndmcnt, no party bas prowded l
any information that would indicate t}m the terms contained in the Amendmept are ‘
discriminatory against a telecommunications casrier not 2 party to this docket; or are imi:onsisnem ,
with the public interest, convenience and necessity. The Amendment subrni@ on No;vémbcr ;
21, 1997, as amended on November 26, 1997, by SWBT and Brooks is therefore approved. |
BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. .

This Jp _day of December, 1997.

Sam I\.Branon, Jr., Cominissioner

aly o
Lol A e T

Juliué D. Keamney, (Zioinmissioner: N '

Jan Sanders 7

Secretary of the Commission ' i t
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FUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION o
FILED |

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) .
ALLTEL MOBILE COMMUNICATIONS, INC. AND ) |
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) DOCKET'NO. 97-381.U |
FOR APPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION ) ORDER NO. g
AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO THE ) |
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 )

|
|
ORDER |
:
On October 17, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and ALLTEL

Mobile Communications, Inc. (ALLTEL Mobile) filed a Joint Application for'Approval o.t‘ an

Interconnection Agreement under the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996{A.ct) bet\yeen

SWBT and ALLTEL Mobile. According to the Application, the Interconnection Wmt was |

|
negotiated and exscuted pursuant w the terms of the 1996 Act. : i

The 1996 Act requires that any negotisted intscconnection agreement ghall be stfxbmittnd i
10 the State commisgion for approval. The Commission shall approve or reject the agreement

withiz ninety (90) days of the date it is submitied by the pasties 1o the agreeméat or the |

: (N NN :
agreement is deemnsd approved. 47 US.C. §252(e). The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission;

may only reject: . ;

(A) ap agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotnnon under | | :
subsection (a) if it finds that: !
(1)thengreem:m(orpomonm0dxsmmmmuqbna |
telocommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or !
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not |
coagistent with the public interest, convenience, or necessity; .. . .
47 U.8.C. $252(e)(2).
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Section 9(i) vof Ak Act 77 of 1997 requires that the Commission “nppnf:vc any negotisted .
intmuonnecﬁonngmgment...ﬁlcdpﬁlsuaxutheFednnlAclunlcssitisshowﬁbyclmﬁahd
convincing svidence that the agrecment . . . dmmtmﬁcmhimquwu oEf'S'c’cﬁon

251 of the Federal Act (47 US.C; 251). ? ; |
No cvideace has been presemed that would indicats hat the proposed iserconnestion
Agroement between SWBT and ALLTEL Mobile is discriminatory o inconsistent with the

public interest, convenicace and necessity. The Interconnection Agrecment between ALLTEL

Mobile and SWBT is a negodiated agrecment and there is no evidence !ha!the‘lag,teement should
be rejected pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §252(eX2)(A) or Sec. 9(0) of Ak, Act 77 /1997, Thercforc ‘
the Interconnection Agreement filed on October 17, 1997, should be aod is hereby approved
pussuant to Sec. 252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 US.C. §252(e). ' |

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.
This ﬂaﬂy of Decembes, 1997, = L |

ewlR Smit, Churaun

/ﬁ‘h a i

) Sam{. Bratton, Jr., Commiissioner |
Julius D. o Commissioner
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PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION .
IN THE MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL ) | R
TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICATIONFOR ) R |
APPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION ) DOCKETNO.91.367-U '
AGREEMENT UNDER THE )  ORDER No.
'TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH )
ENTERGY HYPERION TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
OF ARKANSAS, LL.C. )

1
|
I
l
I
r
I
|
!
|
I
i
|

ORDER

On October 3, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and Exf:icrgy
e

Hyperion Telecommunications of Arkansas, L.L.C. (Entergy Hypcﬁ§n) ﬁléd a Joint ir&pplicatior;
‘ : | |
for Approval of an Interconnection Agrecment under the Telecommunicaﬂons Act of 1996 (1996

Act) between SWBT and Enurzy Hypenon. According 1o the Applmuon. the Inzer'pannecuon

Agreement was negotiated and executed pursuant to the terms of the 1996 Act. }

The 1996 Act requires that any negotiated interconnection agreement shall blc submined;;
1o the State commission for approval. The Commission shall approve or reject the aj’greemcm
within ninety (30) days of the date it is submitied by the parties to the ag:eememorilﬂe

sgreement is deemed approved. 47 U.S.C. §252(e). The 1996 Act specifies that the Camission
, | :
may only reject: ' }

(A) an agreement (of any porntion thareof) adopusd by negotnnon under
subsection (a) if it finds thar:
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminates ngamxt al
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or ‘
(if) the implementation of such agreement or portion ig not |
consistent with the public interest, convenience, or necessity; . ... |
47 US.C. §252(eX2).

i

e
I
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PAGE 2 |

Section 9(i) of Ark. Act 77 of 1997 requires that the Commission “apbrove nny x'xegotintec;i

interconnection agreement . . . filed pursuant the Federal Act unless it is shown by clfar and

convincing evidence that the agreemem . does not meet the minimum teqmremem‘s of Section

“251 of the Federal Act (47 US.C. 251).

On November 5, 1997, Initial Comments were filed by ACSI Local Swnched IScmccs, ‘
Inc. (ACSI Local), stating that the Pole Attachment Agreement between ACSI Local and Bntergy
Services, Inc, and its affiliate Entergy Arkansas, Inc. contains oncrous terms in ﬁworI of Enmsy
Arkansas, Inc. and is one of the most expensive Pole Attachment Agreemems whic ACSI Local
has executed. ACS! staes tha Entgy Hyparion trough it aflise Entergy Amr’sas* fnc. |

controls a “bottleneck” facility (pole attachment) which is necessary for ﬁar and unvc
competition for local exchange services. ACSI Local claims that “Entergy: Hypeno? could gnm
an unfair and discriminatory competitive advantage if it executes a Pole Atluchmcni Agneemen}
with Entergy Services, Inc. which allows for cross-subsidization between Ente:xy yperion and
Entergy Services, lac. and which is less costly than the agreement which ACSI LDC!hl has thh

| »

Entergy Services, Inc.” (Initial Commenss, §4). . R ‘!

I
I::i’.;
a3

ACSI Local requests that the Commission conditian any gram of operating authority to
Entergy Hyperion, and any approval of an Interconnection Agresment invjo!ﬁng Entergy i
Hyperion, on Entergy Ryperion's agrecment 1o refrain from any unfair, nnncompe ‘itive or
discriminatory actions, whether takea directly or through its affiliates. ACSI Loal: ﬂsu rcquests

that Entergy Hypetion should expressly be ordered to refrain from seeking or accepting any
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DOCKET NO. 97,-367-U
PAGE 3. : ’
discriminatory favoritism from Eatergy Services, Luc. or any comp;n’m in \#pich Enz}:rgy
Services, lnc. or hs affiliates, parent or subsidiaries have an on intesest. ; !
ACSI Local states that, if the Interconnection Agreemeat between SWBT and Emexgy v
Hyperion is approved, the Commission should issue affinmative conditions to be placcd on
Entergy Hyperion in order to prevent any crossesubsidization | among Entergy Hypenon and its
electric utility affiliates. ACSI Local funther requests that the Commission condmomapproval of
any Intaconnecuon Agreement between Entergy Hyperion and any other company whu:h also
utilizes utility poles upon full disclogure of any Pole Attachment Agresments bezween E.ntergy :;
Hyperion, Entergy Services, Inc., Entergy Arkausas, Inc., SWBT and any other | '
telecomruunications carrier which has entered into an Interconnection Agreement or mher
contractuat relationship with Entergy Hyperion. |
While ACS] Local has exprossed a number of concerns reganding the emergesice of
competition in the telecommunications market, it has presented no evidcnc‘g that woli;ld’indicatc;
that the proposed Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and Entergy i!ypetionl i8 :
discritninatory or inconsistent with the public interest, convenience and necemty Abscnt auchf
evidence, the Commission has no basis for rejecting the Interconnection Agreement 'as ptopom(i.
The Interconnection Agreement between Entergy Hyperion and SWBT is a negouau;d agrecmem
nndlhetensnoewdumdmmelmmshouldbemccwdpmulmmﬂusc '
§252(e)(2)A) or Sec. 9(i) of Azk, Act 77 of 1997. Thesefore, the Imacom:amﬁon Ngreemem Z
filed on October 3, 1997, should be and is hereby approved pursuant to S“.:' 252(e) of the 1996/
Act, 47 US.C. §252(e). '
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PAGE4 |

1 I E
BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. fl 5‘
i .

Thu&iv_d dsy of November, 1997.

'ﬂ

” :
- m’w ; ' i-
I.avensh R S:mth, Clmrman 5

_dai3 sz

, Sam |. Braton, Ir., Commxssmw

Jln Sanders
Secretary of the Connmmon



Ug d DUTV LG VD N VO3V Ll OVTOL Uad
uuuau.J-L oM |

stcaa-' [ ‘ CONM. ;
I'n 10 9 B MU'y
ARKANSAS : | '
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FILED

| , |
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) | |
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) f |
AND ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS,INC.FOR )  DOCKET NO. 97-380-U

APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO )  ORDER NO |
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER THE ) T
' TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 ) | e
' ]
! _
ORDER 1

) |
On October 17, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and ALLTEL
‘ D and Al !
Communications, Inc. (ACI) filed a Joint Application seeking approval of an%Amendn:f\em to the

Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and ALLTEL previously approved on June 25,

| |
1997. On October 29, 1997, SWBT and ALLTEL submitted an amended and substitaied

Appendix SS7 to the Amendment to the Interconnection Agreement that replaced the :Appendlx

'
|
i

§57 filed on October 17, 1997, | |
Sec. 252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(e), requires that: :

(1) APPROVAL REQUIRED. - Any interconnection ageement adoptcd
by ncgotutxon shall be submitted for approval to the State commission. A Slsle
commission to which an agreement is submitied shall approve or reject the |
agrecment, with written findings as to any deficiencies. :
(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION, - The State commission may only
reject -
(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by ncgouanon _
under subacction () if it finds that - ’ :
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminates ngamst |
a telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or ! !
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; | . .
|
|

1
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PAGE2 - 8

Thic Commission must approve or reject a negotiated interconnection .ngmemer;\t within
ninety (90) days of the date the agreement is filed with the Commission pursuant to See.
252(e)(4) of the 1996 Act. If the Commission fails to carry out its respomibi}ity to mhcw a
negotiated interconnection agreement, the Federal Communications Commisision “shajl issue an i
order preempting the State commission’s jurisdiction of that px:oceeding, ..." Sec. 25:2{_e)(5). ‘

In response to the Joint Application and the proposed Amendment, no party ha.s jirﬁvided

| any information that would indicate that the terms contained in the Amendment are I

discriminatory against a telecommunications carrier not a party to this docker or are mconsxstent |

with the public interest, convenience and necessity. The Amendment submmed on Octobcr 17, l

1997, a3 amended on October 29, 1997, by SWBT and ACI is therefore approved. |
BY ORDER OF THE COMMIYSSION.

This ZO\H day of November, 1997.

/gjjmuh. m Z/ '

Sam I. Brattoq, Jr., Commssloncr

i
Jullus'D. Kearney, Cobhmissioner = - !

Mo, Bk (72

Secretary of the Commission
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PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN "l'HE'MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL )

TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICATION FOR ) :

APPROVAL OF APPENDIX TO ) DOCKET NO. 97:368-U
)
)
)

INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER THE ORDERNO, _/.
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH ~
UsS. TELCO, INC. |

; |
ORDER R
On October 3, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBﬁ an(‘l U.Sil Teleo,
Inc. (U.S. Telco) filed a Jaint Application secking approval of an Appendix to a D.emlf
Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and U.S. Telco previously appmyed on Selplember
18, 1997. According to the Application, implementation of the Appendix complies fu{ly with

Sec. 252(e) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) because the Appendixgis
: |
consistent with the public interest, convenience and necessity and does not discriminate against
i
any telecommunications carrier. |

Sec. 252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(e). requires that: ,‘ '
(1) APPROVAL REQUIRED. - Any interconnaction agnwumt ldopted |
by negotiation shall be submitted for approval to the Stste commission. A State
commission to which an agrecment is submitted shall approve or reject the |
agreement, with written findings as to any deficiencics. '
(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION. - The State commission may only Il
reject -
(A) an agreement (or any portion thercof) adopted by negouatwn
under subsection (a) if it finds that - |
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) ducnmmnes againgt
a telecommunications carrier not a party o the agreenient; or !
(if) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necmty l
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The Commission must approve or reject a negotiated interconnection asrwncn’t _\Slithin
ninety (90) days of the date the agreement is filed with the Commission pursunm to Sec

1
252(e)(4) of the 1996 Act. Ifthe Commission fails to carry out its mponsxbxhty to tewew a

negotisted interconnection agreement, the Foderal Communications Commission "shall issuc an |

l

.
order preempting the State commission’s junsdiction of that proceeding. .. Sec. 252(:)(5) :
In response to the Joint Application and the proposed Appendix, no panty has provxded
any information that would indicate that the terms contained in the Appcndlx are dxscnmmamry
against a telecommunications carrier not & party to this docket or are mconsmcm Wilh‘lhe pubhc

interest, convenience and necessity. The Appendix submitted on October 3, 1997, by lSWBT and:
U.S. Telco is therefore approved.
BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This qﬁ day of November, 1997.
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|
IN THE MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL ) | !
TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICATION FOR ) DOCKETNO. 97:310U |
APPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION ) ORDERNO. _ L
AGREEMENT UNDER THE ) | ' L |
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH ) - |
U.S. TELCO, INC. ) |
|

On August 5, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and U.S. Telco, Inc.

(U.S.T.) filed a Joint Application for Approval of an Interconnection Agreement unde the

Telecommunications Act of 1996. According to the Joint Application, the Interconnection

fga =

Agreement was negotiated and executed pursuant to the terms of the 1996 Act. " |
|
!
‘ !
interconnection sgreement shall be submitted to the State commission for approval. The

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any negotiated

Commission shall approve or reject the agreement within ninety (90) days of the date ift is !

submitted by the parties to the agreement or the agreement is deemed approvéd. 47 U:lS.C. |

§252(e). | |
The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission may only reject: 1

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopied by negotiation ;
under subsection (a) if it finds that: ;
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminates against a |
telecommunications carrier not a party tothe agreement; or |
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or porticn isnot |
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; . . ..

47 U.S.C. §252(eX2). '
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DOCKET NO. 97-310-U |
Page Two

|

o

i

|

| .
No evidence was presented that the Interconnection Agreement betwun SWB‘l" and

U.S.T. discriminates against 8 telecommunications carrier that is not a party m the agre%:mnm or

tﬁat the agreement is not consistent with the public interest. The Imqrconnecn:pn Agmelmenl isa

negotiated agreement and there iy no cvidence that the Interconncction Agreement shot.}l& ,be ’

rejécted pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §252(e}(2)(A). Tharefars, the Interconnection [Agxecmeiut

between SWBT and U.S.T. filed an August 5, 1997, is approved as in complilancc \a\ntli£ Sec.

252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 US.C. §252(e). l .
BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. | |
This WJ day of September, 1997.

m;5

Sam I. Bratton, Jr., Commxssmneﬁ

Lo Sk, (5

Jan Sanders |
Secretary of the Commission ; b
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IN THE MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL ) .
TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICATION FOR ) DOCKET NO. §7-305-U
APPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION ) ORDERNO. _ &,
AGREEMENT UNDER THE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH )
CAPROCK COMMUNICATIONS )y ;
CORPORATION ) o 5

!

|
| | 1
On August 5, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and Capr?ck
' ' !
|
|

Communications Corporation (Caprock) filed a Joint Application for Approval of an
: | :
Interconnection Agreement under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. According withc' Joint

b
Applicstion, the Interconnection Agreement was negotiated and executed pursuant 1o the terms

of the 1996 Act. I
The Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any negotiated f ‘

- |
interconnection agreement shall be submitted to the State commission for appmvaL TFC

- Commission shall approve or reject the agreement within ninety (90) days of the date t is

§252(e).

submitted by the partics to the agreement or the agreement is deemed approved. 47 U1
I
1
The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission may only reject: Ir
|
|

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation
under subsection (a) if it finds tha:
(i) the agrecment (or portion thereof) discriminates sgainst a
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion ismot |

consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; . .
47US.C. §252(e)2).
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No evxdence was pmsemcd that the Imerconncmon Agreemcnt between SWBT] and

Captock dmnmmatcs against 8 tclecommunications carrier that is not a party 10 the agrccmcm or

that the agreemenz is not consistent with the public interest. The Interconnection Agxccmcnt isa

negotiated agreement and there is no evidence that the Interconnection Agreement should be

rejected pursuant to 47 U.S.C, §252(e)(2)(A). Therefore, the Interconnection Agxeement
|

between SWBT and Caprock filed on August 5, 1997, is approved as in compiinncc with Sec.

252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(¢).

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This day of September, 1997.

Jan Sanders
Secretary of the Commmwn

[

Lavenski R. Smith, Chaifman § -
Sam L Bratton, Jr., Commxsslow zl

Pt

Julivf{D. Keamey, {Cémmissianer|
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IN THE MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL )
TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICATION FOR ) DOCKET NO. 97-293-U

APPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION ) ORDER NO. _&,

.-r‘

AGREEMENT UNDER THE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH )
US WEST INTERPRISE AMERICA, INC. )

|
On July 23, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) md 0.S. \?é{esi
Interprise America, Inc. d/b/a Interprise America, Inc. (Interprise) filed a Joint Appﬁca;i‘i;n for
Approval of an Interconnection Agreement under the Telecommunications Act of 1996!.
According to the Joint Application, the Interconnection Agreement was negotiated andé executed

pursuant to the terms of the 1996 Act. | l

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any negotiated ,

!
interconnection agreemeat shall be submitted to the Statc commission for approval. The :

Commission shall approve or reject the agreement within ninaty (90) days of the date l:tls :
submitted by the parties to the agreement or the agreement is deemed approved. 47 U;S.C.
§252(c).

The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission may only reject: 1

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by ncgotiation ‘
under subsection (@) if it finds that: : ?
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminalcs against a |
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or portion is not
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; ....
47US.C. §252(c)). L
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No evidence was presented that the Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and

Interprise dlscrimim‘tos against a telecommunications carrier that is not a party tothe agfeémmt 5
or that the agreement is not consistent with the public interest. The Int;rcoanqcﬁon Aﬁreamem is
a negotiated agrecment and there i no evidence that the Interconnection Agrémem sh[Luld be
rejected pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §252(c)2)(A). Therefors, the Intercannection 5Agrecmc;m
between SWBT and Interprise fled on July 23, 1997, is approved as in compliance willh Sec.
252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §252(c). |

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. ‘ i o

This G day of September, 1997. { g

Lav Smxth

us D. Kearney, Commissioner

}
.
P d

Clts,

Jan Sanders
Secretary of the Commission
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FILED
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) : |
OF SPRINT SPECTRUM L.P. AND ) DOCKET NO. $7-292-U
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE ) ORDERNO. _2
COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF AN ) i :
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT ) ;
PURSUANT TO THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS) .'
ACT OF 1996 ) :
3

On July 22, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and Sprint Spcctrum .
L.P. d/v/a Sprint PCS (Sprint PCS) filed a Joint Application for Approval of an lmercolhncction
Agreement under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. According to the Joint Applicliation, the
Interconnection Agreement was ncgotiated and executed pursuant to the terms of the l;9§6 Act.

- The Telecommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any ncigotiated ]
interconnection agreement shall be submitted to the State commission for appjroul. 'ﬂixc .
Commission shall approve or reject the agreement within ninety (90) days of the date u is _
submitted by the parties to the agreement or the agreement is deemed approvéd. 47 U.;S'?C.
§252(e). | |

v

The 1996 Act specifics that the Commission may only reject:

under subsection (a) if it finds that:
(i) the agreemeat (or portion thereof) discriminates against a
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agrcement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or partion is aot
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity; . . .
47 U.S.C. §252(eX2).

i
|
(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation |
i
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' as in compliance with Sec. 252(¢) of the 1996 Act, 47 US.C. §252(e).
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DOCKET NO.97-292-U | *
Page Two

No evidence was presented that the Interconnection Agreement between SWBT) and

Sprint PCS discriminates against 8 telecommunicaﬁons carricr that is not a party to the |
agreement or that the agreement is not consisient thh the public interest. The Im:rconnccuon r
Agreement is a negotiated agreemsnt and there is no evidence that the htutonmcuon '
Agreement should be rejected pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §252(e)2)(A). Therefore, the

Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and Sprint PCS filed on July 22, 1997, is app;'oved

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION. | o 5

This_é,‘{_"dayofSepmher, 1997. ' ?

MM

Lavenski R. Smith, Chairman

Py /?w.:fsv,zrE

Sam 1. Bratton, Jr., Commissione

%:::: %‘ ; ; Juliss D. Kearn mmissio

an
Secretary of the Commission

—

. m;i__.__
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FILED

DOCKET NO. 97.360-U
ORDERNO. _&2 .
' |

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
AT&T WIRELESS SERVICES, INC., AND
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE
COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF AN
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
PURSUANT TO THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACT OF 1996

[

|
|
L
|
QRDER |

i

!

On June 30, 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and AT&T Wireless
Services, Inc. (AWS) filed a Joint Apphcauon for Approval of an lmerconnemon Agreemcnt '

under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. According to the Joint Application, the ?

Interconnection Agrecrucnt was negotiated and executed pursuant Lo the terms of the 1§96 Acw
The Telecommunications Ant of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any negonnled |

interconnection agreement shall be submitted to the State commission for approval. Tne

Commission shall approve or reject the agreement within ninety (90) days of ﬂxe date \F i3

submitied by the partics o the agreement or the agreement is deemed approved. 47 U.;'S.C.

‘
I
@

§252(e).
The 1996 Act specifies that the Commission may only reject:

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation
under subsection (8) if it finds that:
(i) the agreement (or portion thereof) discriminates against a
telecommunications carrier not a party to the agreement; or
(ii) the implementation of such agreement or partion isnot -
consistent with the public interest, convenience, and neceasity; . . ..
47 US.C. §252(e)(2).



